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These remarks are made in » * «- «*• Acti011 ° f MaKh *' 

2005 (Office Action). This response has been filed as a Request for Couonued 
Examination (RCD to expedite the prosecution process. As this response ,s nmely 

Appiers with «o initialiy that* the Examiner for a thorough revtew of the 
previous Reply and for providing clear comments regarding me previous response, 
T*l proving guidance to assis, the Applies in formuUtin g a proper response^ 
It appears from the Office Action, that the Examiner did not disagree with pornons of 
^Applicants' previous response, bur believed the previous claims were taoader 
than the argument provided In response, Applicants have amended to ctams to 
^ the features detailed in the previous arguments, which are no. present » the 
cited references, are recited in the claims. 

In paragraphs 6-19, the Examiner has rejected claims 1-8, 9, 1 md 17-19 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,999,525 to 
Krisbn^amy, * * (Kristaaswamy). Further, me Examiner has rejected clatms 10 

In response to the Office Action, Applicants have amended claims 1, 2, * 4, 
5 6 7 and 8. Specifically, Applicants have amended claims 1, 3, S, and 7 to clanfy 
tnat'subse.ment » . change in service, me B .e M mmunication subscriber expenses 
different service behavior whenever the telecommunication subscriber utiles * 
^communication service through a phone, as supported by page 11. tae 27 » page 
12, Une 13, by page 7, .ines 11-13, by page 2, Unes - £ 

specification. Applicants have atso amended claims 3 and 7 to Canfy « the 
^ e component can include necessary functionality for performmg the tmdanng 
aep without accessing a database external to the service component, as supported by 
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page 11, lines 1 1-14, by page 7, lines 9-19, and throughout the specification. Claims 
2, 4, 6, and 8 have been amended to clarify that the hypermedia document provides a 
common interface available to the telecommunications subscriber and service 
provider personnel for changing telecommunication service attributes, as supported 
by page 12, lines 20-24. No new matter results from these claim amendments. 

Prior to addressing me rejections on the art, a brief review of the Applicants' 
invention is in order. The Applicants' claimed and disclosed subject matter teaches a 
method and a system for providing a Web-based interface for directly changing 
telecommunication service attribute information, where the telecommunicauon 
service is implemented within a service logic execution environment (SLEE). The 
Web-based interface can be a common interface used by both subscribers and service 
provider personnel for visually modifying telecommunication service information. 

Turning now to the rejections on the art, Krishnaswamy teaches a system and 
method for integrating video teleconferencing capabilities with other telephony 
services. The video teleconferencing capabilities can present video upon a client 
computer through a data channel. Sound for the video teleconference can be played 
through a voice telephony channel. Components within the telephony network can 
integrate the video streams provided through the data channel with the voice streams 

provided via the voice channel. 

Referring to claims 1, 3, 5, and 7, Applicants' claims include limitations of: 

* using hypermedia document to remotely access a 

tf , nation service *ttr!hnte associated with a 

subscriber that affects how a subscnoer experiences a 
telecommunication service through a^hone 

* subsequent to a change in service, the telecommunication 
subscriber experiences different service behavior whenever the 
telecommunication subscriber utilizes the telecommunication 
service through a phone 
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Krishnaswamy fails to explicitly, inherently, or implicitly teach these claimed 
limitations. Instead Krishnaswamy (column 59, line 66 to column 60 line 3) teaches 
that a user can select a particular video presentation service that can be integrated 
with a telecommunication service. When establishing a video teleconference, the 
user accessed Web-site provides synchronization data to a SLEE (column 30, lines 
12-14). The video teleconference can be implemented as a SLEE component that 
other SLEE components can subscribe to (column 61, lines 9-21). 

Krishnaswamy fails to teach, suggest, or contemplate that auser of a Web site 
can update a SLEE component associated with a telecommunication service so that 
the change in the telecommunication service is experienced by a subscriber when the 
subscriber next utilizes^hone. The only interactions taught by Krishnaswamy 
pertaining to the SLEE are directed towards synchronizing a data feed (video, 
directed to a computer) with an audio feed (voice directed to a phone). 

Krishnaswamy also does not contemplate a change in a telecommunication 
service attribute associated with a subscriber, such that the subscriber experiences 
different behavior subsequent to the change in the service attribute whenever the 
subscriber utilizes the telecommunication service through a phone. 

Instead, Krishnaswamy details a stream integration service, which requires 
both phone and Web site interactions. The stream integration service is not a 
telecommunication service associated with a subscriber, as claimed by the 
Applicants. Instead, it is a stand-alone teleconferencing service, which might require 
users to dial a special access number before joining an active video teleconference. 

As such, Krishnaswamy is directed toward a different problem space, a 
different architecture, and a different infrastructure than the present invention. That 
is, Krishnaswamy provides no teachings regarding a SLEE component capable of 
updating subscriber telecommunication attributes (so that the behavior of the 



U 



1 RCVMffSSos 4:27:52 PM fasten Daylight Time] * SVRiU^TO-ffXRF-6/26 * DN1S:273830D ' CSID: * DURATION (mnK$):0MQ 



T-6GI P. 1 5/15 F-924 
IBM Docker No. BOC9-2000-0092 



AdG-09-05 04: 33PM FROM- 

Appln. No. 09/867,831 

RCE dated June 1,2005 

Reply to Office Action of March 1, 2005 

Docket No. 6169-225 



telecommunication service is changed in accordance with the updated attributes 
whenever the subscriber accesses the telecommunication service through a phone). 

Because Krishnaswaray fails to explicitly, implicitly, or inherently teach each 
claimed limitation, the 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) rejections and the 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) to 
claims 1-8, 9, 11-15, and 17-19 should be withdrawn, which action is respectfully 
requested. 

In light of the above, Applicants believe that this application is now in full 
condition for allowance, which action is respectfully requested. Applicants request 
thai the Examiner call the undersigned if clarification is needed on any matter within 
this Amendment, or if the Examiner believes a telephone interview would expedite 
the prosecution of the subject application to completion. 



tlly submitted, 



Date; 






„i, Registration No. 30,577 
Brian K. puchheit, Registration No. 52,667 
AKERMAN SENTERFITT 
Customer No. 40987 
Post Office Box 3188 
West Palm Beach, FL 33402-3188 
Telephone: (561) 653-5000 
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